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BY MlSSENGBR

Dear Mr. Caton:

The Association for Maximum Service Television
("MSTV"), pursuant to Section 1.206(a) (2) of the Commission's
Rules, and on behalf of a coalition of broadcasters (the
"Broadcasters Caucus"), 1/ hereby notifies the Commission that
a meeting was held among Broadcasters Caucus members, consumer
electronics equipment industry representatives, the FCC
Advisory Committee on Advanced Television representatives, and
FCC personnel on April 4 at the ANA Hotel in Washington D.C.
to discuss issues related to the roll-out of advanced
television (" ATV") .

The non-FCC personnel commented, and responded to
questions, on a number of aspects of the transition to ATV, as
reflected in the attached agenda. The substance of these

1/ In addition to MSTV, this coalition consists of the
Association of America's Public Television Stations;
Association of Independent Television Stations, Inc.; CBS
Inc.; Capital Cities/ABC, Inc.; Fox Broadcasting Company and
Fox Television Stations; National Association of Broadcasters;
National Broadcasting Co.; Public Broadcasting Service; and
Tribune Broadcasting Co. These are some of the organizations
that filed the Broadcasters' Proposed ATV Allotment/Assignment
Approach, MM Docket No. 87-268, January 13, 1995.
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comments and responses is reflected in the written submissions
of the Broadcasters Caucus members in the above-referenced
docket and in comments set forth in various public fora by
other meeting participants. In addition, the written comments
of Molly Pauker (FOX Television Stations) and Joseph Flaherty
(CBS, Inc.) and an MSTV White Paper entitled "ATV Channels,
Flexibility and The Public Interest" (March 20, 1995) were
distributed at the meeting and are enclosed herewith.

Attending the meeting from the FCC were the
following: Stephen A. Bailey, Bruce A. Franca, Donald H.
Gips, William Hassinger, Diane Law, Blair Levin, Saul T.
Shapiro, David R. Siddall, Andrew Sinwell, Richard M. Smith,
Alan R. Stillwell, Roy J. Stewart, Brett Tarnutzer, Keith
Townsend, and Douglas W. Webbink.

Please direct any questions concerning this matter
to the undersigned.

Sincerely,

~~~--
Ellen P. Goodman

Attorney for
Association of Maximum
Service Television, Inc.

Attachments

cc: Stephen A. Bailey
Donald H. Gips
Richard M. Smith
Roy J. Stewart



BROADCASTERS CAUCUS SPONSORED
DISCUSSION WITH FCC TASK FORCE ON ATV

April 4. 1995

Introduction from Margita White (MSTV)
Background from Michael Sherlock (Broadcasters Caucus)

I. Broadcasters are Prepared to Implement Many Uses of ATV

A. HDTV Uses
Joseph Flaherty, Senior Vice President, Technology
CBS Inc.

B. Multi-Program Digital Uses
Molly Pauker, Vice President Corp. & Legal Affairs
FOX Broadcasting Company

C. Non-Broadcast Uses
Mark Richer, Vice President/Engineering
Public Broadcasting Service

D. Mix Of Uses
Edward Reilly, President
McGraw Hill Broadcasting

II. Transition ScenarioslRelationship to FCC Requirements

A. NetworkslO&O Stations
Samuel Antar, Vice President/Legal Affairs
CapCitieslABC

B. AffUiated Smaller Stations
Richard Paxton, President
WPSD- TV, Paducah, Kentucky

C. Independent Stations
Leavitt Pope, President/WPIX-TV
Tribune Broadcasting Company

D. Public Broadcasting
Mark Richer, Vice President/Engineering
Public Broadcasting Service



III. Consumer ImpactlEquipment Issues

t. Roll-Out Scenarios and Receiver Design Considerations
Peter Bingham, President
Philips Laboratories

2. CompatibilitylInteroperability
Glenn Reitmeier, Director High Definition Imaging & MultiMedia
David Sarnoff Research Center

IV. Status of System Development/Standards

t. Testing and Implementation of Grand Alliance System
Richard Wiley, Chairman
FCC Advisory Committee on Advanced Television

2. Evaluation of COFDM
Lynn Claudy, Senior Vice President/Science & Technology
National Association of Broadcasters

3. Where We Go From Here
Margita White, President I Jonathan Blake, Counsel
Association of Maximum Service Television



STATEMENT OF MOLLY PAUKER
FOX TELEVISION STATIONS

For Meeting Sponsored by Broadcaster Caucus
With FCC Task Force on Advanced Television

APRIL 4, 1995

In 1992, the Third Further Notice in the advanced television

docket, the Commission stated that one of its goals is lito ensure

that the ATV technical standard is sUfficiently flexible to allow

it to incorporate future advances in technology, ... including

future techniques that might provide for the transmission of more

than one ATV program service on a single conversion channel .... "

Flexibility in the development of the digital transmission

channel is, in our view, absolutely critical. No one can predict

where consumer demand and technology will be tomorrow.

It's no secret that our company is eager to take advantage

of the packetized transmission capabilities of the Grand Alliance

system and broadcast both HDTV at certain times and several video

programs simultaneously in a single 6 Mhz digital data stream, at

other times, depending upon program content and audience demand,

among other factors. Particularly in the early years of digital

television, before there is wide-spread pUblic investment in

video display devices necessary to appreciate "true" high

definition, we believe that multiple program services can drive

the consumer market for digital television and provide financial

resources necessary for the development of high definition.



Rest assured: this will not be multiple-channel NTSC.

Digital transmission alone will, in our view, yield picture

quality significantly better than what is available in viewers'

homes today, without ghosting and other picture-degrading

characteristics of analog broadcasting, and without the

distortions of the NTSC color system; it will have the 16 by 9

wide-aspect ratio and CD quality sound of HDTV.

certain types of programming, sports in particular, and

other full motion or live action telecasts, may well lend

themselves to "true" high definition presentation. other types

of programs may not require such high resolution. A flexible

standard that allows broadcasters to present HDTV at times when

their viewers desire it and the market supports it, but is

flexible enough to permit them to gauge the proper mix of

mUltiple program service (or ancillary services) and high

definition service for their audience will permit broadcasters to

tailor their programming appropriately. If the public

demonstrates a preference for a particular picture size or level

of clarity overall, broadcasters~ provide it, or risk

rejection and failure in a highly competitive marketplace.

As I've said, we at Fox are eager to expand our range of

program services for the pUblic and we believe that other

broadcasters share our anticipation. We envision our main

program service continuing, of course, in a digital TV world,

- 2 -



along with a free over-the-air news service during times when the

entire 6 MHz is not in use for HDTV. We also hope to build on

the Fox Children's Network and create a digital children's

channel, programming more hours and day parts for children than

the economics of today's television marketplace permit. It even

may be possible, during daytime hours when lower viewing levels

may not support full HDTV programming, to present instructional

programming designed for in-classroom children's viewing, using

the digital bit-stream. Additional sports and entertainment also

may be in the mUlti-program mix.

In conclusion, several things are clear: television is

going digital, and broadcast television also must do so, if it is

not to end up as the old gray mare on the information

superhighway. On the other hand, we have an obligation not to

leave our analog viewers in the dust as we join the digital

revolution. For this reason, we cannot go digital without a

second transition channel, until our viewers catch up with the

new technology. With a digital advanced television standard

flexible enough to allow us to use that second channel to provide

HDTV at times when our programming and our public warrant it and

mUltiple digital programs or (ancillary services (or both)) at

times when the latter is more suitable, broadcasting can become

over-the-air digital freeway, meeting and challenging our cable

and telco video competition.

- 3 -
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March 30, 1995

IT IS FAIR AND GOOD PUBLIC POLICY
AND CONSISTENT WITH THE LAW FOR THE FCC TO ASSIGN

ATV CHANNELS TO THE PUBLIC'S EXISTING BROADCAST
SERVICE AND TO IMPOSE CONDITIONS AND PROVIDE

FLEXIBILITY FOR THE USE OF THOSE CHANNELS.

The history of local television in the United States has been marked by

dramatic technological breakthroughs, and the public has benefitted from the

flexibility broadcasters have demonstrated in experimenting with and

inaugurating new technologies and new services. A sample of these

breakthroughs include:

• the shift from black and white to color,

• the use of satellite feeds,

• stereo sound,

• second-language audio,

• closed captioning for the hearing impaired, and

• the explosion of electronic news gathering.

Of course, not all innovations have succeeded, and teletext is but one example

of a technology born with much promise that then died with little nGtice.

These technology/service innovations have been undertaken, often at

considerable risk, by the private sector -- technologists, the creative community

and, critically at the implementation stage, the local broadcaster. Their ultimate

success has been determined where It must be: by the public in the

marketplace. The government onlv has played the important facilitating role

of setting broad technical and service standards.

The public has been well served by a dynamic and evolving broadcast

industry. Ninety-eight percent 'If American homes enjoy television service,

exceeding even the percentage ot h!>!nes utilizing telephone service. This service
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is locally oriented, available without charge, and universally available. All

citizens benefit from television service, not just those who have access to and

can afford cable or other subscription services. That is why broadcasting is the

information highway of the present and, upgraded, can and should be the

foundation stone of the superhighway of the future. NTIA Director Larry

Irving has stated: "Broadcasters remain the principal source of free, universally

available electronic information in the United States, and it is important to

ensure full participation by that industry in the NIl."

The United States faces an explosion and convergence of new

communications technologies and services. As in the past, broadcasters are

leading the way, embracing digital television - HDTV and the ancillary services

it makes possible. Broadcasters seek to pursue these opportunities within

existing spectrum assignments, 1 and only need enabling governmental regulatory

action; they do not look for government financial support.

As a result of these technological breakthroughs, local television stations

will do more for their public than ever before. Thus, by the end of this decade,

a television station may be providing four kinds of services on its ATV channel:

• A main channel of programming, which for an NFL game and

much of the prime time schedule provides full HDTV, requiring

the use of almost all of the 6 MHz channel.

An extremely important exception is auxiliary spectrum, which makes
possible local news, vigorous competition, emerging technologies, and new
services. Threatened with being displaced in the 2 GHz band, faced with
auxiliary use growth of 15% per vear. and needing spectrum for the shift to
digital, broadcasters must have J.l:cess to replacement spectrum in the 2 GHz
band and access to modest amou nrs of new spectrum in the 4 GHz band.



Page J

• Up to six channels of news programming - the general news

program and five more specialized in-depth newscasts focusing on

financial news, international news, sports, other topics, or the

newscasts could focus on different regions within its service area.

Three of these additional news program services are advertiser

supported programming freely available to the entire public.

• Specialized news or entertainment services available

on a subscription basis to the entire public but

received only by those who pay the required fee.

• Medical history information distributed securely among doctors'

offices and hospitals during the broadcast day via unused bits in

the digital bit stream; this service would be paid for by

participants in the information network.

Broadcasters currently have different views on how the new digital

capacity should be used. It may be that different stations will employ different

mixes of the above options or create new options, or deploy different strategies

during different dayparts, or evolve from one mix to another as the creative

community explores the various potentials of ATV and the viewing public

responds. This diversity of vision is a healthy sign - indeed, it is the opposite

of central planning and government dictating the marketplace. This diversity

of vision also demonstrates once again local broadcasting's vibrancy and

responsiveness.

In view of this diversity and the uncertain nature of the marketplace,

broadcasters must be given the flexibility to use their ATV channels for

whatever services they believe the public desires (for example, all four uses

described above). Th15 shouLd he on the conduzon that hroadcasters provide,
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without charge, at least one free advanced television program service per 6 MHz

channel that is intended for and available to the general public without charge.

This requirement ensures that broadcasters will continue to be broadcasters in

the future, while they also explore other programming and distribution services

the public may want. A final issue some want to address is whether

broadcasters that use their ATV channels to provide a subscription service

should pay fees based on such services.

The assignment of channels to broadcasters for deployment of ATV

technology with the above-stated requirement has led a few commenters to

suggest that the Ashbacker doctrine or public policy requires the Commission

to open up the ATV channels to competing applicants or to subject them to

auctions. Section I addresses the first of these issues; Section II discusses the

policy issues on assignment; and Section III deals with flexibility issues.

1.

The FCC's objective in its ATV proceeding has been to "enhance[ ] the

current television broadcast system." Memorandum Opinion and Order, MM

Docket No. 87-268,7 FCC Rcd 6924 at n.1 (1992). The Commission also has

recognized that the current system will be most readily enhanced if broadcasters

have flexibility in the use of these new technologies and the mix of services they

make possible. rd. at "76-77. See also Letter of Chairman Reed E. Hundt to

Hon. Edward Markey, Chair, House Subcomm. on Telecomm. (Mar. 11, 1994).

The Commission has determined that deployment of ATV will enhance

the current television broadcast system. and that such deployment is a logical

technological evolution for broadcasters. Granting broadcasters the channels

they need to accomplish this deplovment, without sacrificing current television

viewers, will promote this tOj?,lCal evolution. Indeed, such ATV channel
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assIgnments simply "let's broadcasters be broadcasters," both for those

Americans with digital receivers and those with older television sets.

It misses the point to argue that Ashbacker, which broadly speaking

requires the Commission to treat similar applicants for the same license

similarly, imposes a legal barrier to the Commission's grant of new channels to

existing broadcasters to transition to digital television and to allow them to use

those channels flexibly, subject to some conditions. As the Court of Appeals

for the D.C. Circuit has said, Ashbacker "merely held that the Commission must

use the same set of procedures to process the applications of all similarly sicuated

persons who come before it seeking the same license." Maxcell Telecom Plus, Inc.

v. FCC, 815 F.2d 1551, 1555 (D.C. Cir. 1987). Ashbacker does not mean that

the Commission lacks authority to establish license eligibility criteria. In fact,

the courts have upheld on a number of occasions Commission rules that declare

one set of persons eligible for a new spectrum assignment, including current

license holders, and disqualify other classes of persons. See United States v.

Storer Broadcasting Co., 351 U.S. 192,202 (1956) (hearing requirement in section

309 does not limit the Commission's power to establish license eligibility

criteria); Hispanic Information & Telecommunications Network, Inc. v. FCC, 865

F.2d 1289, 1294 (D.C. Cir. 1989) (FCC not required to conduct a comparative

hearing between local and non-local applicants for ITFS station where it

previously decided under its rulemaking authority to give preference to local

applicants).

Ashbacker presents no more of a legal obstacle here than it did in the

FCC's decision to give an additional 5 MHz to each existing cellular licensee

without permitting competing J.pplicatlOns to be filed or in the FCC's

restriction of license eligibility tor ,1 block of cellular radio frequencies to
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wireline telephone compames. See Amendment of Parts 2 and 22 of the

Commission's RuLes Relating to CeLLular Communications Systems, 86 FCC 2d

469, 483 (1981). Here, the ATV channels would be made available to a

particular class of existing licensees, that IS current broadcasters, so that these

licensees can continue to serve and benefit the public by transitioning to the

next generation of television technology.

Thus, Ashbackerupholds the FCC's authority under the Communications

Act to establish substantive eligibility criteria for applicants and dismiss

ineligible applicants without a hearing. And Ashbacker does not in any way

undercut the Commission's legal authority to determine what type of services

can be offered on a licensed station. In its ATV proceeding, the FCC has

determined that it is not creating a wholly new service and that, for compelling

public interest reasons, it should restrict initial eligibility for ATV channels to

existing broadcasters. Ashbacker does not reduce the FCC's rulemaking

authority to adopt these eligibility restrictions. Nor does it present a bar to the

FCC finding, based on its expertise and comments submitted by interested

parties, that it would be in the public interest to give broadcasters flexibility in

using their channels. The key issue is whether the Commission has a reasoned,

public interest basis for the finding that existing broadcasters should be able to

enhance the television service they provide and should be able to use ATV

channels for additional services.
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II.

Having addressed any potential legal impediments to grantmg

broadcasters the spectrum they need to transition to ATC, one must then

review the policy basis for such a grant of spectrum. There are at least three

compelling reasons why it is good public policy to limit eligibility at the outset

for ATV channels to local broadcasters.

Preventing viewer disenfranchisement. The need to protect the viewing

public compels assignment of ATV channels, in the first instance, to existing

broadcasters. The viewer who currently receives programming services from

local affiliates, independents, Spanish language stations and public stations

should not be deprived of those services because of the transition to ATV. If

those services can be enhanced by HDTV or stereo sound or ancillary news

channels, for example, existing viewers should be permitted to enjoy the fruits

of this upgrading. In this way, the grant of spectrum is most clearly analogous

to the grant of additional spectrum to cellular license holders - the additional

spectrum merely permits an existing licensee to provide a better quality and

more robust service.

Implementation of digital television. Full implementation of digital

television - with its attendant benefits of HDTV, ancillary services, more

competition, and more American jobs - will be dramatically advanced by

broadcasters taking the lead. It is over-the-air television viewing that has driven

the purchase of some 200 million television sets nationwide, and sixty five

percent of cable viewing is of over-the-air stations. If digital television is to

catch on, it will do so only if it IS accommodated in the over-the-air medium.

At a cost of hundreds of millions of high-risk dollars, broadcasters will

implement digital television, .lOd 10 reliance on that fact equipment
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manufacturers and programmers will have the incentive to create programs in

digital form and manufacture digital equipment. But make no mistake:

Broadcasting is the engine that will make digital possible. Without the proper

incentives and opportunities, it is likely to fail.

Fairness Basic fairness also requires that ATV channels be assigned to

broadcasters in the first instance. It is their technology (NTSC) that will be

outmoded even to the point that the FCC eventually will take back their

existing NTSC channels. Broadcasters and their public, both of which have

invested so much in the existing medium, should be allowed to participate in

the new medium. A grant of an additional channel within the existing

broadcast spectrum is necessary to "let broadcasters be broadcasters" now and

in the future as the technology takes its next leap forward. Of course, others

will have the opportunity to apply for ATV channels that are available after

broadcasters have been able to upgrade their service. The fact that in larger

markets existing broadcasters will likely use all available ATV channels only

indicates that the television spectrum authorized for television is already

saturated in these markets. Broadcasters, through the Advisory Committee, the

Test Center, and otherwise have devoted tens of millions of dollars to

developing and evaluating digital technologies. For this equitable consideration

as well, broadcasters should receive suitable ATV assignments.

If ATV channels were made available to aU comers, the consequence

would be speculation, green mail, spectrum use inefficiency, and delays and high

costs in the implementation of digital television services.
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Ill.

The conclusion that the FCC should assign ATV channels to existing

broadcasters is consistent with the fact that broadcasters would be allowed to

use them flexibly. Five policy reasons support flexible spectrum use:

• First, ancillary services will enhance the public's broadcast

servlce.

• Second, the Commission's precedent in the use of FM subcarriers

and DBS frequencies for non-broadcast purposes favors flexibility.

• Third, ancillary services might generate revenues that would help

underwrite ATV's huge costs.

• Fourth, ancillary uses will allow broadcasters to compete on a

more equal footing with other multi<hannel program providers.

• Fifth, ancillary capability will give broadcasters the ability to

experiment with new services that could contribute to the NIl.

Some argue that the FCC should exact a price for broadcasters' use of

their spectrum because spectrum is auctioned for other uses in newly allocated

spectrum. But broadcasters do not seek to use frequencies outside their existing

spectrum allocation. Broadcasters' access to a second channel will enable them

to upgrade from NTSC to new digital technology without disenfranchising their

viewers. Since the additional spectrum will serve to facilitate the delivery of a

service by current licensees, a new licensing process is not required under

Ashbacker, and payments should not be used as a substitute for the competing

application process, which is not necessary. Moreover, as a matter of public

policy, the assessment of fees could impede the digital transition by eroding

broadcasters' ability to provide new services and innovation. As it is now

expected that broadcasters wIll have to hand back their NTSC channels once
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that transition substantially has taken place, the time to consider exacting a

price for additional spectrum capability is if and when broadcasters wish to

retain both channels.

Conclusion

Amid the stunning changes that have recently altered and expanded the

means of communication, the importance of traditional broadcasting is

undiminished. Broadcasting remains unique in its ability to reach all Americans,

serve them for free, and respond to their tastes and needs community by

community. Broadcasters are now prepared to bring these same attributes to a

digital world. Despite digital television's obvious attractions, it is not a sure

thing and will require sustained, risky investment by those who provide it.

Over the past several years, many broadcasters have undertaken the preliminary

planning and investment necessary to roll out ATV, thereby paving the way for

enhanced television service and competition in the video marketplace.

Government actions that impede broadcasters from providing the full range of

programming options digital ATV technology allows will jeopardize its

viability, penalize the viewing public, and unfairly deny broadcasters the

opportunity to upgrade for the future enjoyed by other media. Instead,

broadcasters should be assigned ATV channels and permitted to serve the public

in a flexible manner while continuing to meet their public interest obligation.

This course is consistent with the law and puts the U.S. on a solid path to a

digital future that all Americans will enJov.
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••ticma.l IzzformatiCD. l~:J:'..tru.c~'lU'. (11%1' •• it i. in the "~ Allia=c:.
.~te~.
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'!'hires. niS1cal HD'1'V i8 aot ~\J,It ':nitty pic:tut'a. !or tl:lday'. ..11 agreen -rv
••ta, :J&tMr. it id a Wb011y D-. tig1tal platform whie~ wiU nJ'POZ'~ the
larpr lIDcl va.tly imp:r~' c!bpJ..". DeU\f csewloped uCNDd the World anc1 will
bring tM Ircionema ~.zw:a- into elsa bou.

'1hu.a. 10te .uat. not. 9.~ t:Ai.e 1)i~1 ~ stAaa."" wzaag. :t:t we vere to do so.
1: 1lICN.1ci ~Ue 15 too 20 yU%. "_ the 01el ftlC ·PIUM1. wou.U Maa.e
...Uable eo t.ix lIlIY eat:aJla. We Aea4 eo pzot.eel: ~1~ In'oa4aalSt_I.
tutura lW pft'ri~ d:Ie MJd.IIUII -Mad zoocma- ~ tM .U:ad.reI to .c:c:oaaod.a~e
tuCU'. cttwelopMAu u4 iaproy.-cu, LaekiDe' tJU.. Uilit;y to "ocoaaodate
f~'C\d:'. 1~O'V_.a'U, te%%'e.triaJ, ~c:a.t.~ ~11 Mt: ~U COCIlpet:i.tiv. Yith
c::~:L•• JmS, fiMr. CMI hc:IIBe nelllo.

1'he:r.to.... 1c 111111 be of utllK).t :UIporl:Gae t:o~ t:.bac dae ATV .ta:ccillzc!. has
tdde .C=HD. 11:9, mnv ... 1~. bighUt czu-;U;y 1.,...1. rlexiW.,U,ty to
broacla••t lCN1l:r 0~Z'. of eM AN hi~. :l.nal1J42.Dg -.t~ Z'••oluUon
'roT, 1. tec:=u.cal1y poa.:U»l. iD tJ:Ie llGlnJ:aC! AlU.....• ~.t..~ u.a 'I" of
cb.9:ital ~.cMolosy aDd the MPIC-2 c::c.pre..iCD vatt~ ay.'C... Tbe U.B.
:a.'1"Y .t;adazoc! fos ~be 21..t. c:at:uy :a.aeU til) .-uppoz't: f'la11 lID"1"V •• spedtied .i.a
the "GrUlCl AlliaDce- ~8t-.

Without a ItaD4ar4 CbaC 8'1olJ'.POrt. BD'l'V, .oa4c..~ WCNlcl':ba .ocb14 016~ of
tAi•••1icaC1cm vb8D. mil =t au-, tJa cUb. Jal, f1MZ'. UI4 ... Vicleo
.-.ua otter r:JrrrI laY:i.au to t:U .I8ft.tca aso-. luc:h. ~e.it£".
d:ia..clvaIat... c:CN14 " cl.i....t~ 'o~ eM "~J.='. :tHe ove.-dw-ur
~~..~ =.."••~. aJMl w.a14 UF:i.ve m.lli.ec8 ef ....deaa. of t.h:I.l
-c.ua..-U.k.- v1.ev~ expe%1~Il,

I: this l'epzcl, ie i. vj.t:al to ;-........-r tlIat t:M JIM'\' .111II&1 ncp:Lre. ue
.mUn f 20 HllWUit, clt......l. 'tlaU. dI.e Ar'I .......1.r~ :be
8UW:i'ri.de4 iiDed to ...nUpl. uen or ••rri.. =2: r:aa .-yo raguladc=
r.qUSz. the full Ume &a.:l~t ot ~ AN ~-aa=el t.o a JPeCi.al. pupo••
vithcNt PreveA~ tU tnum.8i= of D'DV'. '1'1:Ie c=nermel om ~e ...u..icled, by
a d ..~e 1m:Ja4c:Ut:er t:.o~.. multiple -.'_nd W" HZ'ri~ itt 84Ile cSay
part:., &nat ~ eatua c....et s.t !:Ie 1'8.......1&4 .. .,10JW1 iA~&ct tc
:b%oadeut lID 1!:D':Y puag~. ftu. ay p1Jm to .U. 'QP tba 1tZ'I co,,-nnals ancl
diYide~ a.acg ma=y upr. "O\l1l!.rwnst1¥ deat:hY tM u111ty of
terzoeall'1a1 :DroadGa.tazo8 to ...... 1:Iroadaut HD'1"V', 'ua WiOIUd eertaiDly not: be
i:r. tha P'oJ1'l1c iJltertll8'C,

1D lhoft, ~ Imtire _ ••••••Wit. the .."I'~ of tU "~A11.illUC.· A'1:V
,yIIt.ell ~tJ1 :Lt. C!OII91eu hia'azoCy of lea4lrda baa ID'1'Y tl:l .ult.1J:ll. JaZop"Ul
"naDUft '!VII. 'rime i. heeoiUqa' of e.u IIJMI1Ce. AS Bipl)OCZ'..t •• "",ot.:

"T1.. U tJ:Iat ~ei1S c~. U opslO~tY"!tl:l'C opportunit:y u
tha~ ~.in there i. little ~1me.·
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